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FOREWORD

This state of the art analysis of correctional education in the United
States was undertaken as an independent effort by Dr. T.A Ryan to determne
significant changes or trends in relation to earlier studies. In particular,
Dr. Ryan attenpted to deternine the extent to which there have been signi-
ficant changes in the nature and/or extent of correctional education since
earlier studies reported in 1973 and 1977--years in which the prevailing
donmi nant phil osophy guiding corrections was rehabilitation and resocializa-
tion, as opposed to the enphasis in the 1980s on deterrence and incapacita-
tion.

The National Institute of Corrections is pleased to make this study
available to correctional educators and practitioners. The results of the
study should be of value to administrators of correctional systems for adult
of fenders, in ternms of program planning and resource devel opment and utiliza-
tion, and to those involved in litigation over the quality and/or quantity of
educational progranms provided for inmates.

This docunent is the result of a need in the field of corrections that
was recogni zed by Dr. Ryan. The work was conducted independently by Dr. Ryan,
who graciously nmade the results available to NIC for publication and distri-

buti on.
Wavmerd. € Dutor—
Rayrmond C. Brown

Director
National Institute of Corrections

Vi






CHAPTER |

BACKGROUND

| ntroduction

This state of the art survey of adult correctional education was underta-
ken for the purposes of: (1) describing the extent and nature of correctional
education prograns for adult offenders, the extent of participation by adult
offenders in educational programs, the nature of educational and vocational
counseling and testing, and the administrative structures, budgets, and

t eachi ng personnel; and (2) conparing adult correctional education in 1983
with adult correctional education in 1973 and 1977.

Rati onal e

Focus of Attention

Correctional education for adult offenders has been the focus of

considerable attention in the decade since 1973. In the early part of the
decade there was a flurry of efforts to develop and inplenment educational
prograns for adult offenders. This was a time when the philosophy of
rehabilitation was gaining acceptance and had strong advocates. Then the

pendul um swung away from rehabilitation toward deterrence and incapacitation.
At the sanme time prison popul ations were expanding, prisons were overcrowded,
budgetary cutbacks were ranpant, and the public was calling for punishnent.
In the early years of the decade between 1973 and 1983, interest in and
attention to correctional education were from the perspective of planning and
impl ementing programs; in the waning years of the 1970s, the interest in
correctional education was often from the standpoint of questioning the worth
of educational prograns. As the decade was drawing to a close, once again
correctional education was gaining support and interest. Former Chief Justice
Warren Burger continues to stand out as a staunch ally, as indicated by his
statement that we nust accept the reality that to confine offenders behind
walls wthout trying to change themis an expensive folly with short term
benefits -- a winning of battles while losing the war.

Context for the Study

There have been several surveys or evaluations of correctional education
in the United States. In a review of the literature on prison education
prograns, Linden and Perry (1982) found relatively few evaluative studies.
The last conprehensive survey of correctional education was made in 1977
(Conrad, Bell, and Laffey, 1978). An earlier national study (Dell'Apa, 1973)
included some of the sane variables as were included in the 1977 survey,

There is a need for a current evaluation of correctional education in
light of the changes that have taken place in corrections in the |ast decade.
Factors that nay have inpacted on correctional education include court inter-
vention in corrections, budgetary cutbacks and dimnishing resources, prison
overcrowding, and the change away from a philosophy of rehabilitation to one



of deterrence and incapacitation. The extent to which these factors have com
pounded to inpact on correctional education is not known.

It was wthin this context that this state of the art survey of adult
correctional education was under taken. It was intended that the results of
the survey would reveal not only the level of support for and participation in
adult correctional education in md-1983, but also the extent and nature of
changes in adult correctional education over the |ast ten years. It was
assuned that this information would be of value to administrators of correc-

tional education programs in planning and inplenenting correctional education
prograns in the future.

Definition of Correctional Education

Correctional education is that part of the total correctional process of
changi ng behaviors of of fenders through purposefully contrived |earning
experiences and learning environnents. Correctional education seeks to
devel op or enhance the know edge, skills, attitudes, and values of offenders
(Ryan, 1982). Davis (1978) observed that Ryan’s 1970 definition inplied a
“conprehensive and intensive approach to correctional education, where not
only are the basic educational skills provided but equal enphasis is placed on
creating a nore positive self-image; thus entailing a unified treatnent

effort” (p. 8). “Correctional education should provide a bal anced approach
t hat enphasizes equally the need for personal growth and adequate preparation
for life in househol ds, in the market place, and in contributing to the

enrichment of community life” (Deppe, 1975, p. 43).

There is consensus that correctional education is conprised of four
general categories of educational prograns that are found in correctional

institutions : adult basic education (ABE), secondary/General Educational
Devel opnent (GED), vocational training , and postsecondary programs. Bell, et
al. (1979) note that there may be a fifth category, social education, ". . . a

recent and as yet vaguely defined category which, to a great extent, overlaps
and incorporates the other four” (p. 5).

Adult Basic Education (ABE). Adul t basic education includes instruction
designed to inprove literacy, linguistic, and numeracy skills of those who are
functionally illiterate and unprepared for inplementing the responsibilities
of adults while incarcerated or in the free society.

Secondary/ General Educational Devel opnent (CGED). Secondary education is
for those who are functioning at the secondary level of achievenent. These
prograns may be provided through regular high school diplom courses, but nore
commonl y they are provided in correctional institutions through  CGED
preparatory prograns designed to prepare individuals for taking and passing
successfully the General Educational Devel opnent Equival ency Exam nation.

Vocati onal Training. Vocational education is designed to provi de
learning experiences to devel op occupational awareness, give exploratory job
experiences, and develop job skills and work habits in preparation for gainful
enpl oynent . Vocational training is provided through on- the-job training and
related classroom experience.




Post secondary Educati on. Post secondary education includes any college
courses, and nay be offered through two-year or four-year institutions of
hi gher educati on. Inmates may gain college credit or my conpl ete
requirenents for the associate or bachelor's degree.




CHAPTER 11
REVI EW OF RELATED LI TERATURE

A review of the literature on correctional education for adult offenders
reveals a considerabl e nunber of studies that have attenpted to docunment the
ef fectiveness of specific programs, either within a single institution or in
several institutions wthin a state. These studies nore often than not
attenpt to draw a relationship between educational programs and recidivism
There have been several studies that have focused on identification of
problenms or barriers. Sone of the studies report inmate participation. A few
studies have nmade surveys nationally.

Literature on Educational Program Effectiveness

The literature is replete with reports of studies designed to prove the
ef fectiveness of educational programs for adult offenders. Sone of these
studies link education and achievenent; others attenpt to show the inpact of
education on recidivism There has been a continuing debate over the years
concerning the effects of education on recidivism There are continuing
efforts to denobnstrate a relationship between participation in educational
prograns and reduced recidivism or successful post-release adjustnment and
enpl oynent . It is generally conceded that the evidence linking participation
in education prograns and reduced recidivism or post-release adjustnment and
empl oyment is not conclusive and, at best, only inferential relationships can
be hypot hesi zed. Coffey (1982) noted that the inmpact of correctional
education on post-rel ease behavior has yet to be deternmined and that quality
education coupled wth work experience and gradual release has not been
t est ed. In a review of the research on effectiveness of prison education
programs, Linden and Perry (1982) concluded that although correctional
education prograns appeared to be relatively comon in prisons, the research
that had been reported was not conclusive. Linden and Perry (1982) found nost
of the studies have shown that inmates participating in educational prograns
make significant inprovenents in learning, but the inpact on post-rel ease
enmpl oyment and recidivism has not been conclusively established.

Wil e accepting the finding that the evidence is not conclusive to show a
direct causal relationship between reduced recidivism and participation in
educational prograns, McCol | um (1978) observed that many correctional
educators nmake arbitrary and unnatural distinctions between academ c and
vocational education, operating under the false assunption that acadenic
education is not job training. This is done despite the inpressive research
data that establish that a high school diploma and a college degree
significantly enhance lifetime occupational earning power.

After conducting a study to determine if variations in the quality of
vocational education offered in prisons and skill |evels devel oped by
participants in these prograns related to post-rel ease adjustnent, Lewis and
Seaman (1978) concluded that the evidence did not denpbnstrate a relationship
between the prison vocational education program and post-rel ease adjustment of
former inmates. Based on their findings, t hese researchers concluded it is
not possible to determine what features of vocational training make it
ef fective. These findings are in agreement with the conclusions of MCollum



(1978), Coffey (1982), Linden and Perry (1982), and others with regard to the
| ack of conclusive data to denonstrate a causal relationship bet ween
correctional education and reduced recidivism

The Literature on the effectiveness of particular correctional education
programs is not directly related to this state of the art survey, which was
designed to describe the extent and nature of correctional education prograns
for adult offenders, the availability of testing and counseling, and the
adm nistrative structures, budgets, and teaching personnel. No attenpt was
made to make any qualitative assessnents of any of the conponents of
correctional education.

Identification of Barriers to Correctional Education

The Education Conmmission of the States conducted a three-year national
project that identified major issues in adult and juvenile correctional
education with inplications for policy devel opment (Peterson, 1976). One of
the purposes of this project was to identify alternatives to existing
educational prograns and to correctional practices that detracted fromthe
ef fectiveness of education for adult and juvenile offenders (Pierce and Mson,
1976) .

A national survey by a research team from Lehigh University (Bell, et
al., 1979) reported the major problemin correctional education is |ack of
funding, and this is reflected in the quality of adninistration, | ack of

resources, and inability to offer meaningful programs on a continuing basis.

A team fromthe Syracuse University Research Corporation (Reagen and
St oughton, 1976) visited 38 prisons and 17 central prison system offices in 27
states, analyzed 360 publications, and interviewed or corresponded with over
300 prison experts to gather data providing the basis for identifying problem
areas and projecting a nodel for the future.

Conrad (1981) reported a review of the state of the art in correctional
education programs for adult offenders, based on data frominterviews with
correctional staff and authorities, on-site visits to 12 institutions, and a
literature review. The report identified obstacles to correctional education;
i.e., lack of funding, staff resistance, and administrative indifference.

Hor vat h (1982) surveyed correctional education administrators to
determine their perceptions of the najor problems in correctional education.
He found the perceived problenms were staff turnover and shortages, inadequate
and nmultiple-source funding, |ack of power within the institution, and
i nadequat e space. These problems were essentially the same as those that had
been identified in a 1978 survey.

A few studies focused on vocational education problens. A report by the
Nat i onal Advisory Council on Vocational Education (1981) identified the mgjor
i ssues of concern to vocational educators as funding, adnm ni stration,
conprehensive programmng, and Federal policy and |eadership. The report was
devel oped fromtestinonies given at four regional hearings in 1979. Carl son
(1980) observed that vocational preparation in correctional institutions
generally was inadequate; there was little or no coordination of correctional



education services at Federal, state, or local levels, and the fragnentation
resulted in inadequate funding and disjointed inplenentation of Federal
| egi sl ation available to assist «correctional institutions in providing
educati onal prograns.

A study by Rice, Poe, Hawes, and Nerden (1980) focused on barriers to
successful vocational education progranms in state prisons. The study
identified nine exenplary prograns and assessed the variables comonly found
in these prograns.

Anot her study in 1980 was conducted by One Anerica, Inc. to describe
vocational education prograns in nine state correctional institutions for
wormen. This study was designed to identify elements of successful vocational
prograns and to assess the characteristics, needs, and aspirations of female
of fenders.

These studies of barriers to correctional education do not relate

directly to this state of the art survey. No attenpt was nmade to seek data on
the perceived problens of correctional education admnistrators.

Correctional Education Prograns, Enrollnment, and Adm nistration

Several studies have been reported that present data from surveys of
correctional education programs, enrollnent, and administration. The findings
of a 1970 national needs assessnent of correctional education conducted by
Ryan (1970, 1973) are congruent with the results of a national survey nade by
the Western Interstate Conmission for H gher Education (Dell’Apa, 1973). In
the early 1970s, there were roughly 11% of the inmate populations enrolled in
ABE; 119 in CGED or secondary education; 17% in vocational education; and 6%
in postsecondary education. There were no significant changes in enroll ment
fromthe early 1970s until 1977 when the Lehigh University team nmade the
nat i onal eval uation of correctional educati on, with the exception of
postsecondary education (Bell, et al., 1979). In 1970 and 1973, there were 6%
of the total inmate populations enrolled in postsecondary education; in 1977,
the enrol I ment had increased to 10%

Petersilia (1977) analyzed data from a 1974 survey of state prison
inmates conducted by the U S. Bureau of Census involving interviews wth
10,000 inmates from 190 state correctional facilities. The data reveal ed 31%
needed vocational training and 68% needed further education, This finding is
close to the estimate of MCollum (1978)) who reported that out of an average
daily population of roughly 400,000 offenders, about 150,000 are detained or
serve sentences of such duration that it is not feasible to provide
educational programming. The result was that roughly 250,000, or 62.5% would
be potential students for correctional prograns.

In a survey of a 100% sanple of adult and juvenile correctional
institutions in seven southeastern states, involving interviews, site visits,
and a questionnaire, it was found that the populations enrolled in vocational
education, the types of vocational progranms offered, and entry requirenents
for vocational prograns were simlar to the rest of +the nation (Rice,
Et heri dge, Poe, and Hughes, 1978).



The Chio State University National Center for Vocational Education
reported a three-part study of vocational education in correctional
institutions in which a review of literature was conducted, 34 standards were
devel oped, and 929 facilities were surveyed. The survey indicated that 16% of
the innmates who had vocational training opportunities participated in the
prograns. This is roughly the same percentage participating in 1970, 1973,
and 1977 (Schroeder, 1977).

Carlson (1980) reported the results of a national study of vocational
education in the correctional setting in order to analyze how nuch and what
ki nd of vocational education was available for offenders and to assess the
i npact of Federal |I|egislation on vocational education in correctional
institutions. The report presented a profile of the prison population from
data compiled from U. S. Departnent of Justice statistics. The report showed
8% of the popul ation under 20 years of age; 53% 20 to 30 years of age; and
39% above 30 years of age. Forty-seven percent were white; 41% were bl ack;
7% Hispanic, and 5% other. Fifty percent were convicted of violent crinmes;
31% crinmes against property; 14% drug-related; and 5% public disorder.
Thirty-two percent had 8th grade education or less; 43% 9th to 12th grade but
| acking a diploma or equivalency certificate; and 25% high school diploma or
above.

This survey revealed the larger state institutions offered an average of
ten different vocational prograns; the smmller institutions, four. The
occupations nost commonly offered in male institutions were auto mechanics,
masonry, carpentry, el ectrical wring, pl unbing, welding, nmachine trades,
radio and television repair, small engine repair, gasoline engine repair,
agriculture, horticulture, barbering, shoe repair, and upholstery. The
prograns for female offenders in state prisons were found to be hone
econoni cs/ sew ng, health occupations/nurse’s aide, cosnetology, and business/

of ficelclerical skills. At the tinme the study was done, eight states had
adopted the school district admnistrative approach. The states were: Texas,
Connecticut, Illinois, Maryland, New Jersey, Chio, Arkansas, and Virginia.

A survey of correctional administrative practices and programs (Pope,
1982) reported eight states out of 38 had established a school district in the

corrections agency. These states were: Arkansas, Connecticut, [11inois,
Mai ne, Ohi o, South Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas. This study found that
eight states out of 38 had designated an agency other than the state
corrections agency to provide education. The State Department of Education

provided correctional education in Arkansas, Mryland, M chigan, and Vernont.
In Cklahomm, the State Department of Vocational/Technical Education provided
correctional education;, and in Mine, the Departnent of Manpower Affairs
provi ded correctional education. Kent ucky and New Hanpshire did not nane the
agency, but stated it was an agency other than corrections.

Cont act, Inc. (1982) gathered information from Anmerican and Canadi an
correctional  systens’ institutional education prograns for inmates. The
survey included questions on enrollment in ABE, CED, college classes,
education release, and staff. Thirty eight states responded to the survey,

reporting on 1981 enroll ment data.

The study that nost directly relates to this state of the art study was
done by the Lehigh University Research teamin April, 1977 (Bell, et al.,



1979). The National Correctional Education Eval uation Project obtained
questionnaire responses from a representative sanmple of u. s. Federal and
state prisons (Conrad, Bell, and Laffey, 1978). Following a literature search
and identification of major issues, a random sanple of 200 institutions was
drawn from a popul ation of 327 state and Federal prisons with at |east 100
i nmat es. There was a response from 163 institutions, with 75% of the
respondents located in rural areas. The respondent sanple included 131 nale,
7 female, and 23 co-correctional institutions. The average population of male
institutions was 846; female institutions averaged 118. Twenty representative
institutions were visited to assess the validity and reliability of data
reported in the questionnaires and to assess environmental and exogenous
factors affecting correctional education prograns.

The average nunber of inmates enrolled in educational programs of any
kind was 304. Ni nety-six percent of the institutions offered adult basic
education, with 11% of the inmates enrolled in ABE, including an average of 47
enrolled part-tinme and 11, full-tine.

There were secondary education programs, including high school diplonma or
CED, at 96%of the facilities, with 12% of the inmates enrolled, including an
average of 77, part-tine and 37, full-tine.

Ei ghty-nine percent of the institutions offered vocational training, with
19% of the inmates enroll ed, including an average of 41, part-tinme and 58,
full-tinme.

Ei ghty-three percent of the institutions provided for postsecondary
education, with 10% of the inmates enrolled, including an average of 49, part-
time and 26, full-tine.

Academic and vocational counseling was provided to all inmates by 57% of
the respondents; to nost inmates, 28% of respondents; to a few inmates, 10% of
respondents; and to no innmates, 4% of respondents. The nmost comonly used
tests for ability testing were the Revised Beta (46% of respondents) and the
Wechsler Intelligence Tests (22% of respondents). The nobst commonly used
achi evenent tests were the California Achievement Test (37% of respondents),
the Test of Adult Basic Education (35% of respondents), the Stanford Achieve-
ment Test (32% of respondents), and the Wde Range Achi everment Test (23% of
respondents) . The Ceneral Aptitude Test Battery (GATB) was nost frequently
used for vocational testing (52% of respondents).

0] the responding institutions, 24% reported regularly utilizing
comunity resources; 65% occasionally used community resources; and 11% never
used community resources.

The average nunmber of teachers per institution was 1.4, part-tine and
2.0, full-tine for ABE, 1.4, part-time and 2.0, full-time for secondary; 1.2,
part-tine and 5.3, full-tine for vocational; and 4.3, part-tine and 0.7, full-
time for postsecondary.

O the 159 responding institutions, 36%had from1l to 5 full-tinme
vocational teachers; 31% had 6 to 15 full-tinme teachers; and 7% had 16 to 30
full-time teachers. Twenty-ei ght percent did not report any full-tine
t eachers.



Thirty-two percent reported having no full-time ABE staff and 55% had 1
to 4 full-tine ABE teachers. The remaining 13% had 5 to 13 full-time ABE
staff. The average nunber of full- tinme GED teachers was two. Si xty-one
percent of the institutions had 1 to 6 CED teachers; 36% had no full-time GED
or secondary teachers.

Information related to funding and administration of correctional
education progr ans showed that the average percentage of the total
institutional budget devoted to education was 9% The average total
expenditure per institution for educational programs was $261, 201.

The responsibility for administration of correctional education prograns
was determined by conputing the percentage of various agencies involved in
administration of the prograns. Sixty-nine percent of the institutions
reported having functional responsibility for adnministration, 44% of the State
Departnent of Corrections had functional responsibility; 16% of respondents
i ndicated functional responsibility was in higher education institutions; 9%
reported functional responsibility rested with the State Department of Educa-
tion; 3% indicated functional responsibility was with public school systens;
1% reported functional responsibility was in the State Departnent of Welfare.
It should be noted that these percentages reflect nultiple involvement of
agencies in the administration of correctional education.

Rel ation of this Study to Prior Research

The research on correctional education program of ferings, enrollnent, and

admnistration is linmted. The studies that present denographic data are not
conpatible, and conparisons are difficult to nake. Vari abl es are not
consistent from study to study. Some studies gathered data from states;

others from institutions.

This state of the art study of correctional education took into account
the prior research. The study collected data on enrollnment as was done by
Ryan (1970, 1973), Bell, et al. (1979), and Contact, Inc. (1982). The study
collected data on vocational training by enrollnment, nunber of prograns, and

type of program Bell, et al. (1979) and Contact, Inc. (1982) investigated
enrol lment and nunber of prograns. Carlson (1980) identified the kinds of
vocational training prograns offered in nale and fenale institutions. Bel I,
et al. (1979) identified the tests wused for academ c and vocati onal
counsel i ng. Carlson (1980) and Pope (1982) investigated the states having
school districts in corrections agencies. Bell, et al. (1979) and Contact,
Inc. (1982) «collected data on the nunber of teachers for correctional
educati on. Bell, et al. (1979) investigated the agencies responsible for

adm nistration of correctional education and the percent of the total budget
devoted to correctional education.

In this state of the art study, data were collected on nunbers of ABE,
GED, vocational training, and postsecondary prograns offered; the kinds of
vocat i onal training progranms available; the tests used for acadenic and
vocational counseling; the adninistrative structures; and the budgets for
correctional education.



This study nost closely relates to the study conducted by the Lehigh
University research teamin 1977 (Bell, et al., 1979). This study was
designed to build upon the prior research, particularly the survey made in
1977 by the Lehigh University research team It was intended that a
comparison could be nade on correctional education programs, enrollnment, and
adm ni stration, in order to provide insight into trends and changes taking
place in correctional education. This study was done on a nmuch smaller scale
than the Lehigh University evaluation of correctional education by virtue of
the fact that the resources for conducting the two studies were vastly
different. Lehigh University had a sizable grant fromthe Law Enforcenent
Assistance Administration, with a team of researchers and support staff. They
were able to make site visits in addition to the nmmil questionnaire. This
state of the art survey was conducted without external funding;, therefore it
was necessary to limt the scope of the study. Data were collected to permt
conpari sons by enrollnent, nunber of program offerings, tests nost conmonly
used, nunber of teachers, admnistrative structure, and funding

The study did not investigate social education, due to the lack of
clarity in defining this program and the content differences in offerings in
different states.

10



CHAPTER 111
OBJECTI VES

The purposes for conducting this state of the art survey of correctional
educati on were: (1) to describe the extent and nature of prograns for adult
offenders, the extent of participation by adult offenders in educational
prograns, the nature of educational and vocational counseling and testing, and
the administrative structures, budgets, and teaching personnel; and (2) to
compare adult correctional education in 1983 with adult correctional education
in 1973 and 1977. The purposes are inplemented in nine objectives.

bjective 1.0 is to deternmine the nunber and percent of states offering
ABE, GED, vocational training, and postsecondary prograns.

bjective 2.0 is to determine by state and programthe percent of the
total adult inmate population enrolled in ABE, GED, vocational training, and
post secondary prograns.

bjective 3.0 is to deternine by state for ABE, CED, vocational training,
and postsecondary prograns, the average nunber of hours per week per program
and whether offered in the correctional facility or community.

bjective 4.0 is to determine the availability of tests for educational
and vocational counseling by state.

ojective 5.0 is to determine the average nunber of teachers for ABE,
CGED, vocational training, and postsecondary prograns by state.

(bjective 6.0 is to deternine the source of teaching personnel by state.

Objective 7.0 is to determne the source and percent of total budget for
correctional education by state.

(bjective 8.0 is to determne responsibility for admnistering correc-
tional education by state.

Objective 9.0 is to deternine the extent to which school districts have
been established in correctional agencies.

11



CHAPTER |V

METHODOLOGY
The net hodol ogy enpl oyed in conducting this study had four stages: (1)
developing the survey questionnaire; (2) determining the population for the
survey; (3) adm nistering the questionnaire; and (4) analyzing and

interpreting the results.

Devel opi ng the Survey Questionnaire

The survey instrument was developed by (1) determining the content areas;
(2) witing items for each content area; and (3) testing and refining the
i nstrunment.

Determ ning Content Areas

The questionnaire was designed by first determning the content areas for
the survey. The content areas were identified by analyzing the objectives of
the study. [Each objective constituted a content area.

Witing Items for Content Areas

For each content area, itens were witten to elicit responses that would
provide the required data as stated in the objective. The criteria that were
used in itemwiting were clarity, relevance, and specificity. [tens were

tested against these criteria and grouped by content areas.

Testing and Refining the Instrunent

Wien the questionnaire was conpleted, it was tested by first testing each

item and then pilot testing the instrument. | terns were tested by a panel of
reviewers, and revisions were nmade according to feedback from the panel
revi ew. The instrunent then was tested with a small group of respondents
(N=12), and ninimal refinenents were nade. The questionnaire then was ready

for the survey.

Det ermi ni ng the Popul ation for the Survey

The population for this survey was defined as all state directors of
correctional  education. It was deternined that state-w de data woul d be
requested fromthe central office, rather than sending the questionnaire to
i ndi vidual correctional facilities. The reason for this was that only limted
resources were available for printing, postage, paper, and stationery. The
mailing list was developed fromthe Directory of Correctional Educators
(O Hayre and Coffey, 1982).

Administering the Questionnaire

A cover letter and a copy of the questionnaire were mailed to all state
directors of correctional education on April 20, 1983. A followup letter and
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copy of the questionnaire were nailed on June 8, 1983 to those state directors
from whom no reply had been received. Finally, a telephone followup was made
the week of July 18, 1983 to the states from which no response had been
recei ved. The mailing dates, telephone dates, and receipt dates were |ogged.
A total of 50 states and the District of Colunmbia received the questionnaire.

Anal yzing and Interpreting the Data

Data sheets were developed to record results of the survey. The data
were recorded by content area and by state and were analyzed accordingly.
Were appropriate, raw data were converted to percentages. The data were

interpreted by conparing the correctional education prograns, enrollnent, and
admnistration in 1983 with reports from prior surveys.
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CHAPTER V
RESULTS

This state of the art analysis of correctional education was conducted
through a questionnaire survey of state administrators of correctional
educati on. Returns were received from 44 states and the District of Colunbia,
giving a return rate of 88% Nevada reported having closed down all
correctional education due to budgetary cutbacks. The following states did

not return questionnaires: Colorado, Indiana, |lowa, Tennessee, West Virginia,
and W sconsi n.

Analysis of the data revealed the number and percentage of inmates
enrolled in ABE, GED, vocational training, and postsecondary programs, as well

as the locations where these prograns were offered. The tests used for
ability, achievenment, vocational and psychol ogical counseling and placenent
were deternined by state. The average number of teachers for ABE, GED, voca-

tional training, and postsecondary education was determined, and the percent
of the total correctional budget devoted to correctional education was com
put ed. Final ly, the admnistrative responsibility and the nunber of states
havi ng school districts in the Department of Corrections were determ ned.

Enrollment in Adult Basic Education (ABE)

The data reported by respondents to the 1983 survey reveal ed the nunber
of inmates enrolled in ABE ranged from O to 11, 832. The average was 849 per
state, representing 9% of the total adult innmate popul ation. Ni nety- ei ght
percent of the states responding to the questionnaire (44 out of 45) reported
havi ng ABE prograns.

The states with the largest enrollnments were: Texas (11,832), New York

(2,000), and Florida (1,894). The states with the smallest enrollnments were
Hawaii, |daho, and Nevada, all with 0. The states with the largest percentage
of inmates enrolled were: Arkansas (33%, Texas (32%, and New Hanpshire
(24% . Thirteen states (30% had enrollnments under 5% and a total of 31

states (709 had enrollnents under 10%

The nunber of hours per week inmates participated in ABE prograns ranged
from5 to 43. The nmean was 18 hours per week; the nmode was 15 hours per week.

O the 44 states reporting to offer ABE, 40 states (91% offered ABE at
the correctional facilities, 0 states (0% offered it in the community, and 4
states (9% offered ABE in both comunity and correctional facilities. Tabl e

1 provides the enrollnment figures for adult basic education and the |ocation
of those prograns.

Enrol Il ment in General Educational Devel oprent (GED)

The data reported by respondents to the 1983 survey reveal ed the nunber
of inmates enrolled in GED prograns ranged from O to 3,500. The average was
482, representing 7% of the total adult inmate popul ation. Ni nety- ei ght
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percent of the states responding to the questionnaire (44 out of 45) reported
havi ng GED prograns.

The states with the largest enrollnents were: New York (3,500), Texas
(1,913), and Florida (1,894). The states with the smallest enrollnents were:
Idaho, Maryland, Nevada, Chio, and Uah, each with 0 enrolled. The states
with the largest percentage of inmates enrolled were: M nnesota (33%, New
Hanmpshire (24%, and Connecticut (23%. Twenty-one states (48% had enroll-
ments under 5% and a total of 36 states (82% had enrollments under 10%

The nunber of hours per week inmates participated in GED prograns ranged
from5 to 41. The nean was 18 hours per week; the node was 15 hours per week.

O the 44 states reporting to offer GED, 41 states (93% offered GED at
the correctional facilities, O states (0% offered it in the comunity, and 3
states (7% offered GED in both conmunity and correctional facilities. Tabl e

2 provides the enrollment figures for General Educational Devel opment and the
| ocations of those prograns.

Enrol Il ment in H gh School Diploma Prograns

The data reported by respondents to the 1983 survey reveal ed the nunber
of inmates enrolled in high school diploma prograns ranged from0 to 1,001.
The average was 228, representing 4% of the total adult inmate population.
Thirty-three percent of the states responding to the questionnaire (15 out of
45) reported having high school diploma prograns.

The states wth the largest enrollments were: Texas (1,000), North
Carolina (891), Maryland (406), and Massachusetts (402). The states with the
smal l est enrollnents were: Maine (2), Alabama (22), and Utah (35). The
states wth the largest percentage of innmates enrolled were: New Hanpshire
(1'1%, Massachusetts (7%, and North Carolina (6%.

The nunber of hours per week inmates participated in high school diploma
prograns ranged from5 to 35. The nmean was 20 hours per week; the nodes were
25 and 30 hours per week.

O the 15 states reporting to have enrollnments in high school diplom
programs, all 15 (100% offered these prograns at the correctional facilities.
Table 3 provides the enrollnment figures for high school diplona prograns and
the locations of those prograns.

Enrol Il ment in Vocational Training

The data reported by respondents to the 1983 survey reveal ed the nunber
of inmtes enrolled in vocationa 1 training ranged from20 to 7,500. The
average was 877, representing 13% of the total adult inmate population.
Ni nety-one percent of the states responding to the questionnaire (41 out of
45) reported enrollments in vocational training prograns.

The states with the largest enrollnments were: New York (7,500),
California (4,016)) and Florida (3,561). The smallest enrollnents were in
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Hawaii (20), North Dakota (27), and Rhode Island (27). The states with the
| argest percentage of inmates enrolled were: Woming (55%, Nebraska (40%,
New Mexico (35%, and New Hanpshire (31%. Seven states (17% had enrollments
under 5% and a total of 24 states (59% had enrollments under 10%

A total of 80 different types of vocational training programs were
reported to be offered. The programs with the largest enrollnents were: (1)
Vel di ng, (2) Auto Mechanics, and (3) Carpentry. The nunmber of hours per week
inmates participated in vocational training ranged from5 to 40. The nean was
25 hours per week; the node was 30 hours per week.

O the states reporting to offer vocational training, 38 states (86%
offered wvocational training at the correctional facilities, 0O states (0%
offered it in the community, and 4 states (9% offered vocational training in
both community and correctional facilities. Tabl e 4 provides the enrol | ment
figures for vocational training and the |ocations of those prograns. Table 4A
provides a breakdown of the types of vocational programs offered and the
enrol lments in each program by state.

Enrol Il ment in Postsecondary Education

Post secondary education includes enrollnent in comunity colleges and
technical schools, as well as enrollment in four-year colleges and universi-
ties. The data reported by respondents to the 1983 survey reveal ed the nunber
of inmates enrolled in postsecondary education ranged from O to 3,583. The
average was 419, representing 5% of the total adult inmate popul ation.
Ni nety-one percent of the states responding to the questionnaire (41 out of
45) reported having postsecondary prograns.

The states with the largest enrollments were: Texas (3,583), New York
(2,500), and California (1,849). The smallest enrollnents were in Hawaii,
| daho, Nevada, New Hanpshire, North Carolina, Rhode Island, and Washington,
all with 0 enrollnents. The states with the largest percentage of inmates
enrolled in postsecondary prograns were: Nebraska (30%, Woning (21%,
Kentucky (11%, and Kansas (10%. Twenty-five states (61% had enrollnments

under 5% a total of 37 states (90% had enrollnments under 10%

The nunber of hours per week inmates participated in postsecondary
programs ranged from 0 to 37. The mean was 8 hours per week; the nmode was 0
hours per week. Table 5 provides enroll ment figures for postsecondary
educational prograns.

Testing for Educational and Vocational Counseling

The 1983 survey al so sought to deternmine the types of tests used by the
states for educational and vocational counseling, as well as the nunber of
tests inplenented by each state. The data reported by respondents reveal ed
that 48 different types of tests were used and that the conbined total tests
used by the states was 166. The nunber of tests used by each state ranged
from0 to 12. Ei ghty-four percent of the states responding to the question-
naire (38 out of 45) reported using some kind of testing program
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The states that inplemented the |argest nunber of tests were: Nort h

Carolina (12), Texas (ll), and Mssouri (9). The states that used the
smal | est nunmber of tests were: Nevada (0), Illinois (1), and South Dakota
(1). Ei ghteen states (47% used 3 or fewer tests. The average nunber of

tests used was 4; the node was 3.

The npst frequently used tests were: the Test of Adult Basic Education,
22 states (58%; the Wde Range Achievenment Test, 17 states (45%; and the
CGeneral Aptitude Test Battery, 10 states (269. Table 6 lists the types of
educational and vocational tests used by the states and the number of states
i mpl ementing each one.

Staffing for Adult Basic Education (ABE)

The 1983 survey sought to determine the average nunber of teachers for
educational programs, including the source of teaching personnel and the ratio
of students to teachers. The data reported by respondents to the 1983 survey
revealed that 32 states (71% reported on staffing figures, while 13 states
(29% did not report.

The total number of teachers for ABE in the 35 states was 943. The range
was 1 to 146. The average nunber of ABE teachers per state was 29; the npbdes
were 2 and 4. The |argest nunber of ABE teachers were in Texas (146), New
York (138), and Georgia (99). The states with the snallest nunber of ABE
teachers were: Maine (1), North Dakota (2), South Dakota (2), and Uah (2).
El even states (349 had 5 or fewer teachers.

The ratio of students to teachers in Adult Basic Education ranged from

4/1 in Vernont to 81/1 in Texas. The mean ratio for all states was 26/1; the
modes were 14/1 and 15/1. N ne states (28% had student/teacher ratios higher
than 30/1I.

The source for teaching personnel is distributed across four areas: the
correctional agencies, public school systens, commnity colleges, and four-
year universities. As reported by respondents to the 1983 survey, the

breakdown for ABE staffing was: 673 teachers (71% from correctional agencies;
260 teachers (28% from public school systens; 7 teachers (0.7% from
conmunity colleges; and 3 teachers (0.3% from four-year universities. Table
7 shows the source and total of ABE personnel, as well as the ratio of
students to teachers.

Staffing for CGED/ H gh School Diploma Prograns

Thirty-four states (76% reported on staffing figures for CGED/ H gh School
Dipl oma prograns. Eleven states (28% did not report.

The total nunmber of teachers for CGED/H gh School Diploma prograns was
646. The range was from 2 to 110. The average nunber of GED teachers per

state was 18; the node was 2. The states with the largest nunber of GED
teachers were: New York (110), North Carolina (87), and Texas (63). The
states Wwth the smallest nunber of teachers were: Maine (1), Mntana (2),
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Nebraska (2), New Hanpshire (2), and North Dakota (2). El even states (32%
had 5 or fewer teachers.

The ratio for students to teachers in CGED/ H gh School Diplonma prograns
ranged from 4/1 in Vernont to 75/1 in New Hanpshire. The nean ratio was 24/1;
the nodes were 19/1 and 32/1. Ten states (29% had student/teacher ratios
hi gher than 30/ 1.

The breakdown for the source of GED/ H gh School Diploma personnel was as
foll ows: 476 teachers (74% from correctional agencies; 160 teachers (25%
from public school systems; 8 teachers (1% from comunity colleges; and 2
teachers (0.3% from four-year universities. Table 8 shows the source and
total of CED/H gh School Diploma personnel, as well as the ratio of students
to teachers.

Staffing for Vocational Training

Thirty-four states (76% reported on staffing figures for vocational
training prograns. Eleven states (28% did not report.

The total nunber of teachers for vocational training was 1, 751. The
range was from 1 to 375. The average nunber of vocational training
instructors per state was 50; the nodes were 3, 5, and 8. The states with the
| argest number of instructors were: New York (375), California (219), and
North Carolina (212). The states with the smallest number of instructors
were: Vernont (L), Idaho (2), Hawaii (3), and Rhode Island (3). Seven states
(21% had 5 or fewer vocational training instructors.

The ratio for students to teachers in vocational training prograns ranged
from5/1 in North Dakota to 51/1 in Nebraska. The mean ratio was 17/1; the
mode was 17/1. Three states (9% had student/teacher ratios higher than 30/1.

The breakdown for the source of vocational training personnel was as
foll ows: 1,195 teachers (68% from correctional agencies; 312 teachers (18%
from public school systems; 244 teachers (14% from comunity colleges; and 0
teachers (0% from four-year universities. Table 9 shows the source and total
of vocational training instructors, as well as the ratio of students to
t eachers.

Staffing for Postsecondary Education

Twenty-eight states (62% reported on staffing figures for postsecondary
educati on. Si xteen states (36% did not report, while one State (2%,
Okl ahoma, reported using television for its postsecondary education Program

The total nunmber of teachers for postsecondary education was 1,079. The
range was from1 to 344. The average nunber of postsecondary instructors per
state was 39; the node was 1. The states with the largest nunber of
postsecondary instructors were: Texas (344), Illinois (150), and New York
(125). The states with the smallest number of instructors were: Arkansas,
Maine, Montana, South Dakota, and Vernont, each with 1. Eleven states (39%
had 5 or fewer postsecondary instructors.
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The ratio of students to teachers ranged from 4/l in Uah, North Dakota,
and Maine to 114/1 in Nebraska. The nean ratio was 21/1; the node was 13/ 1.
Three states (9% had student/teacher ratios higher than 30/1.

The breakdown for the source of postsecondary personnel was as follows:
51 teachers (5% from correctional agencies; 21 teachers (2% from public
school systens; 697 (65% from community colleges; and 310 (28% from four-
year universities. Tabl e 10 shows the source and total of postsecondary
instructors, as well as the ratio of students to teachers.

Total Educational and Vocational Staffing Figures

For the 35 states that responded to the 1983 survey on staffing for adult
basi ¢ educati on, CGeneral Educational Devel opnent/Hi gh School Di pl onw,
vocational training, and postsecondary education prograns, a total of 4,419
t eachi ng personnel was reported. This amounts to a conbined student/teacher
ratio for all educational and vocational programs of 22/1. The total
breakdown for the source of teaching personnel was as follows: 2,395 teachers
(549 from correctional agencies; 753 teachers (17% from public school
systenms; 956 teachers (22% from conmunity colleges; and 315 teachers (7%
from four-year universities.

Fiscal Information for Correctional Education

Another objective of the survey was to elicit responses on the total
amount of the correctional budget spent on correctional education. Wth this
i nformation, it was possible to conpute the percentage of the total budget
spent on correctional education, as well as the total cost per student.

Thirty-eight states (84% reported on their correctional education
budget s. Seven states (16% did not report. In terns of sheer dollar
amounts, correctional education budgets ranged from a low of $0 in Nevada and
$110,000 in North Dakota to a high of $21,181,000 in California. The average
budget for correctional education was $4,415,822. The states with the |argest

correctional education budgets were: California (%21, 181, 000), Texas
($19,541,744), and New York ($19,000,000), which are also the states with the
Largest inmate popul ations. The states with the smallest correctional

education budgets were: Nevada ($0, North Dakota ($110,000), Vernont
($134,000), and |daho ($225,000).

In terns of the percentage of the total correctional budget spent on
correctional education, the range was from0.00%to 11.42% The average
percentage per state was 3.18% The states with the highest percentage of the
budget spent on correctional education were: Texas (11.42%, Kansas (5.09%,
and New York (4.42%. The states with the smallest percentage Spent on
correctional education were: Nevada (0.00%, Vernont (1.07%, Maryland
(1.51%, and Massachusetts (1.519.

The total nunber of inmates enrolled in correctional education programs
was 115, 358. The nunber of enrollnents ranged froma low of 0 to a high of
19, 975. The average enrol I ment per state in correctional education prograns
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was 2,564. The states with the largest enrollnents were: Texas (19,975), New
York (15,500), and Florida (8,919). The states with the smallest enrollnents
were: Nevada (0), Vermont (56), North Dakota (72), and |daho (80).

These correctional education population figures and the total correction-
al education budgets al | owed conputation of the total cost per student that
states spent on correctional education. The average cost of providing correc-
tional education ranged from $0 to $5,010 per student. The average anount
spent per student was $1,579. The states that spent the |argest ampunt per
student were: Oregon ($5,010), Uah ($3,063), and Del aware ($2,994). The
states that spent the smallest ampunt per student were: Nevada ($0, Arkansas

($461), and Massachusetts ($502). Table 11 gives the conplete fiscal inform-
tion.

Budget All ocations

The 1983 survey also sought to determine the source of funding for
correctional education programs. Forty states (89% responded to the question
of where correctional education funds were allocated, while 5 states (11% did
not respond. O the 40 respondents, 16 states (40% responded that budget
funds were allocated directly to the correctional facilities; LO states (25%,
to the central office; 8 states (20%, to the school district; 7 states (17%,
to the <central office where they were dispersed to the correctional facili-
ties; and 2 states (5%, to the State Departnent of Education. Three states,
Arizona, Ceorgia, and Kent ucky, indicated that the funds were allocated to
mul tiple agencies.

Another objective of the survey was to determine the extent to which
school districts had been established in correctional agencies. From t he
survey, it was seen that eight states (20% had established a school district
that was responsible for adnministering correctional education. The ei ght
states were: Hawaii, |llinois, Massachusetts, Chio, Gklahoma, South Carolina,
Texas, and Virginia. Tabl e 12 provides the infornation on budget allocation
and the states with school districts. Subsequent to the time of the survey,
Florida established a corrections school district.

Responsi bility for Administering Correctional Education

The 1983 survey also sought to determine the responsibility for
adm ni stering correctional education by state. Fromthe data, there appear to
be basically six organizational structures for correctional education:

L. Authority and responsibility are vested in the institutional adm ni-
strator; i.e., warden or superintendent.
2. Authority and responsibility are vested in Departnent of Corrections

regional and/or central office admnistrators.

3. Authority and responsibility are vested jointly in the institutional
admnistration and the central office admnistration.
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4, Authority and responsibility are vested jointly in the institution-
al /agency administration, and/or a chief administrator of a school

district.

5. Authority and responsibility are vested in the State Departnent of
Educati on.

6. Authority and responsibility are vested in community coll eges and/ or

col leges operating the correctional education program under contrac-

t ual

Following are

agreenments with the State Departnent of Corrections.

the states enploying these nodes for administration of correc-

ti onal education.

Aut hority and Responsibility Vested in the Institutional Administration

Ver nont

Ari zona

Kent ucky
M ssouri
North Carolina

New Hanpshire

Loui si ana
Mai ne
M chi gan

CGeorgia
M ssi ssi ppi

Oregon

Mont ana

Sout h Dakot a

New Yor k

Teachers/instructors report to warden/superintendent.

Teachers/instructors report to wardens; wardens report to cen-
tral office education admnistrator for adult institutions;
education adnministrator reports to Chief Deputy of Operations.

Teachers/instructors report to warden/superintendent; wardens/

superintendents report to central office education coordinator/
adnini strator.

Teachers/instructors report to superintendent; superintendent
reports to central office Director of Education; Director of
Education reports to Deputy Director.

Teachers/instructors report to principal; principal reports to
war den.

Teachers/instructors report to education supervisor; education
supervisor reports to warden.

Teachers/instructors report to education supervisors (acadenmc
and vocational); supervisors report to education program
manager within facility, education program manager reports to
superi nt endent.

Teachers/instructors report to education supervisor; education
supervisor reports to associate warden for treatnent.

Teachers/instructors report to principal and vocational
director; principal and vocational director report to associate
warden; associate warden reports to warden.

Teachers/instructors report to education supervisors and
director; education supervisors and director report to deputy
superintendent; deputy superintendent reports to superintendent.
Central office education staff provide policy, coordination,
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curriculum  devel opnent, t echni cal assi st ance, program

moni t ori ng.
California Teachers/ instructors report to education supervisors; education
North Dakota  supervisors report to institutional admnistrators. The chi ef

Rhode |s Land of Education is in central office in California.
Woni ng

Authority and Responsibility Vested in Departnment of Corrections Regional and/
or Central Ofice Admnistrators

| daho Teachers/instructors report to education supervisor; education
supervisor reports to regional adnmnistrator.

Arkansas Teachers/instructors report to education supervisor (acadenic);
Teachers/instructors report to education supervisor (vocation-

al); education supervisor (vocational) reports to regional
admi nistrator (vocational).

Del awar e Teachers/instructors report to education supervisors; education
Fl ori da supervisors report to regional administrator; regional adnini-
Washing ton strator reports to central office adminstrator.

Chi o Teachers/instructors report to principal; principal reports to

Pennsyl vani a chief admnistrator of educational services, State Departnent
of Corrections.

Authority and Responsibility Vested Jointly in the Institutional Adninistra-
tion and the Central Ofice Admnistration

New Mexico Teacher s/ supervi sors report to education supervisors; education
supervisors report to deputy warden and central off ice adm ni-
stration.

Aut hority and Responsibility Vested Jointly in the Institutional/Agency
Administration, and/or a Chief Admnistrator of a School District

Fl ori da Teachers/instructors report to principal: principal reports to
Hawai i chief administrator of the school district. Florida adopted
I1'1inois this pattern after the survey was done. In 1988 correctional
Massachusetts education for adult and youthful offenders in Virginia was ad-
Chi o mnistered by the State Departnment of Correctional Education.
&l ahona

South Carolina

Texas

Virginia

22



Authority and Responsibility Vested in the State Departnent of Education

U ah Teachers/instructors report to principals/coordinators; princi-
pal s/ coordinators report to Director, State Departnent of
Educati on.

Mar yl and Teachers/instructors report to education supervisor; education

supervisor reports to Director, State Department of Education;
Director reports to Assistant State Superintendent (Education);
Assistant State Superintendent reports to State Superintendent
of School s.

Authority and Responsibility Vested in Community Colleges and/or Colleges
Operating the Correctional Education Program Under Contractual Agreements with
the State Departnment of Corrections

Kansas The Department of Corrections contracts with Local colleges and
community colleges to provide a full range of educational
servi ces. Program is admi ni stered by the col | eges.
Instructors report to the educational coordinators at the
correctional facilities. The education coordinator reports to
the college adnministration.

Nebr aska The  Departnent of Correctional Services contracts wth
comunity coll eges. The educati onal coor di nat or, State

Department of Correctional Services, coordinates the prograns.

Summary of Correctional Education Authority and Responsibility

The data show the npbst common pattern of organizational structures for
correctional education is the one in which authority and responsibility are

vested in the institutional adninistration. Ni neteen states (49% reported
having this pattern. The second nost conmon pattern is the one in which
authority and responsibility are vested in t he I nstitutional/Agency

Administration, and/or a Chief Admnistrator of a School District; nine states
(21% show this pattern. Seven states (18% vest authority and responsibility
for correctional education prograns in Department of Corrections regional
and/or central office administrators. Two states (5% vest authority and
responsibility in the State Department of Education, and two states (5% vest
authority and responsibility in comunity colleges and/or colleges operating
under contract with the State Departnment of Corrections. Finally, one state

(2% jointly vests authority and responsibility in the institutional adm nis-
tration and the central office administration.
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CHAPTER VI

DI SCUSSI ON AND CONCLUSI ON

Di scussi on

One intended purpose of this state of the art survey of correctional
education was to describe the extent and nature of correctional education
programs for adult offenders, the extent of participation by adult offenders
in educational programs, the nature of educational and vocational testing, and

the administrative structures, budgets, and teaching personnel. A second
intended purpose of the study was to conpare adult correctional education in
1983 with adult correctional education in 1973 and 1977. The follow ng

di scussion focuses upon this second purpose.

The Conparison Studies

For the purpose of conmparison, tw studies on adult correctional

education were used. The first, conducted in 1973, was by Dell'Apa for the
Western Interstate Commission for Hi gher Education. The second st udy,
conducted in 1977 by Bell, et al., nost directly related to the research

conducted here. The 1977 study was done by the Lehigh University Research
team under a grant from the Law Enforcenent Assistance Adninistration.
Al though the present study attenpted to build upon the prior research in order
to provide insight into the trends and changes taking place in correctional
education, not all the variables could be directly conpared. For instance,
due to the great disparity in resources available to the tw studies, the
Lehigh study was able to report many of its variables on a per institution
basis, whereas the variables reported in this study are on a statewi de basis
only. In any event, there are inportant conparisons that can be nade in the
areas of inmate enrollments, testing, fiscal information, administration, and
school districts.

Inmate Enrollnents in Correctional Education Programs

The three studies each reported on the percentage of the inmte
population enrolled in specific educational program areas. For Adult Basic
Education (ABE), Dell'Apa (1973) reported 10.87% of inmates enrolled; the
Lehigh study (1977) reported 11.03% enrolled; and in 1983, 9.24% were

enrol | ed. For General Educational Devel opment (GED)/H gh School Diplom,
Dell' Apa (1973) reported 11.27% of inmates enrolled; the Lehigh study (1977)
reported 11.56% enrolled; and in 1983, 10. 50% were enrol |l ed. In the area of

vocational training, Dell'Apa (1977) showed 17.38% of inmates enrolled; the
Lehigh study (1977) showed 18.87%enrolled; while in 1983, the figure had
dropped to 12.72% enrol | ed. Finally, in postsecondary education, Dell'Apa
(1973) reported 5.87% enrolled; the Lehigh study (1977) reported 10.44%
enrolled; and in 1983, enrollnent was down to 4.81% Through the ten years of
these studies, the pattern of enrollnents continues to be greatest in
vocational training, followed by GED, adult basic education, and postsecondary
educat i on.
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The Lehigh study (1977) also reported on the percentage of institutions
offering each program area. Ni nety-six percent of the institutions offered
ABE conpared with 98% of the states in the 1983 study. For GED, 96% of the
institutions in 1977 offered it, conpared with 98% of the states in 1983. For
vocational training, 89%of the institutions in 1977 offered it, conpared with
91% of the states in 1983. Finally, for postsecondary education, 83% of the
institutions in 1977 offered it, conmpared with 91% of the states in 1983.

One final statistic reported by the Lehigh study concerning enroll nent
was the average nunber of inmates enrolled in educational prograns of any

kind. In 1977, this figure was 304 per institution; in 1983, it had increased
to 571.

Staffing for Correctional Education

Conparisons of staffing figures are not possible due to the fact that the
Lehigh study reported staffing on a per institution basis, while this study
reported staffing on a statew de basis. In 1983, the states responding
reported an average of 29 teachers for adult basic education, 18 teachers for
CGeneral Educational Devel opnent, 50 teachers for vocational training, and 39
teachers for postsecondary education. In terms of student to teacher ratios,
ABE had a ratio of 26 students to every 1 teacher, the GED ratio was 24/|, the
vocational training ratio was 17/, and the postsecondary education ratio was
21/ 1. Conbining all correctional education programs, the average ratio of
teachers to students was 22/1.

Educational and Vocational Testing

In 1983, a total of 48 different types of tests were used by the states
for their correctional education prograns. O the states responding to the
survey, 84% utilized at |east one type of testing instrument.

The Lehigh University study in 1977 reported on testing according to
three divisions: Ability/Intelligence; Achievenent; and Vocational. In tests
designed to neasure ability and intelligence, the Lehigh study found the nost
conmonly wused test in 1977 to be the Revised Beta (46%, followed by the
Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale (22%, the Stanford-Binet Intelligence Test
(8%, and the Slosson Intelligence Test (8%W. In 1983, the nost commonly used
ability and intelligence tests were the Revised Beta (16%, the Wechsler Adult
Intelligence Scale (16%, the Bender-Gestalt Visual Mtor Test (8%, the
Stanford-Binet Intelligence Test (5%, and the Slosson Intelligence Test (5%.

For tests that neasure achievenent, the Lehigh University study reported
the nmost commonly used to be the California Achievenent Test (37%, the Test
of Adult Basic Education (35%, the Stanford Achievenent Test (32%, and the
W de Range Achievenment Test (23%. In 1983, the nost popul ar achi evenment
tests were the Test of Adult Basic Education (58%, followed by the Wde Range
Achi evenment Test (45%, the California Achievenment Test (18%, the Peabody
I ndi vidual Achievenent Test (13%, and the Stanford Achievement Test (119.

In the area of vocational testing, the Lehigh study reported the npst
commonly used test to be the General Aptitude Test Battery (52%, followed by
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the Singer Gaflex Evaluation (7%, and the Differential Aptitude Test (5%.
In 1983, the General Aptitude Test Battery continued to be the nost popul ar
(26%, followed by the Wde Range Interest Opinion Test (8%, and the Kuder
General Interest Inventory (5%. The Differential Aptitude Test was used by
3% of the states, while the Singer Gaflex Evaluation was not used by any of
the states.

Correctional Education Fiscal |Information

In 1977, the Lehigh University study reported the average anount of noney
spent on correctional education per institution was $261, 202. This was 9% of
the total correctional budget, and anpunted to an average of $906 per student.
The 1983 study's conputations were reported on a statewi de basis and it was
found that the average ampbunt of npbney spent on correctional education per
state was $4, 415, 822. This represented 3.18% of the total correctional
budget, and anpunted to an average of $1,579 per student.

Adm ni stration of Correctional Education

The Lehigh University study also reported on the administration of

correctional education prograns. In determining the agencies functionally
responsi ble for administering correctional education, the 1977 study found
that the correctional institution was responsible in 69% of the cases,

followed by the State Departnent of Corrections (44%, higher education
institutions (16%, the State Departnent of Education (9%, the public school
system or school district (3%, and the State Departnment of Wlfare (1%.
These percentages reflect multiple involvement of agencies in the administra-

tion of correctional education. In 1983, the correctional institution con-
tinued to be the agency primarily responsible for administering correctional
education with 49% of the states showing this organizational pattern. The

adm ni strative pattern of authority and responsibility resting with the school
district was the second nost common type (21%, followed by the State Depart-
ment of Corrections (18%, higher education institutions (5%, the State
Departnment of Education (5%, and other types of administration (2%. In
1983, the "other" type of admi nistration was one in which authority and
responsibility for correctional education programs was vested jointly in the
institutional and the central office administrations.

School Districts

The extent to which school districts had been established in correctional

agenci es was another variable the study sought to determine. In 1980, Carlson
f ound that eight states had established school districts: Arkansas,
Connecti cut, [Ilinois, Maine, GChio, South Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas. In

1982, Pope also reported that eight states had established school districts,
al though there was a change of three states from the Carlson study: Arkansas,
Connecti cut, Il'linois, Mryland, New Jersey, ©Chio, Texas, and Virginia.
Finally, in this 1983 study, it,s again found that eight states had
established school districts, although there was a change of five states from
the previous year's makeup: Hawaii, |llinois, Mssachusetts, ©hio, klahong,
South Carolina, Texas, and Virginia. Florida established a corrections school
district after the data for the 1983 study were gathered.
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Concl usi on

This state of the art survey of correctional education was designed to
describe the extent and nature of correctional education prograns for adult
offenders, the types and availability of testing, and the adninistrative
structures, budgets, and teaching personnel. The study also sought to provide
a basis for conmparison with other studies in correctional education in order
to provide insight into the trends and changes taking place wthin
correctional  education. Aside from providing the hard, quantitative data
inherent in a project of this type, no attenpt was nade to nake any
qualitative assessments of any of the conponents of correctional education.

In Iight of all the changes that have taken place in the correctional
sphere during the past decade, the need was felt for an in depth and current
evaluation of correctional education. It was in this context that the study
was undertaken. The intended purposes of the survey were to reveal the |evel
of support for and participation in adult correctional education in 1983, and
also to indicate the anount of change correctional education has experienced
over the last ten years. Hopefully, this information will be of value to
admnistrators of correctional education programs as they prepare to plan and
i mpl ement prograns of this type in the future.
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Table 1

ENROLLMENT | N ADULT BASI C EDUCATI ON

Nunber % Prison Nunber Location

State Enrol | ed Popul ati on Hrs./ VK. Facility Conmunity Both
Al abana 554 10. 17 15 X
Al aska 77 5.50 10 X
Ari zona 450 7.50 12.5 X
Arkansas 1247 32.97 20 X
California 993 2.88 30 X
Connecti cut 1092 22.40 - X
Del awar e 205 9.76 8.5 X
Dist. of Colunbia 181 6. 81 15 X
Florida 1894 6. 36 8.3 X
Ceorgi a 1652 11.01 15 X
Hawai i 0 0.00 20 X
| daho 0 0.00 - - X
[llinois 1141 8.15 - - X
Kansas 105 3.37 43 X
Kent ucky 330 8.28 15 X
Loui si ana 727 7.72 20 X
Mai ne 15 1.79 5
Maryl and 933 8.13 o X
Massachusetts 1200 21. 43 12 X
M chi gan 1600 10. 90 15 X
M nnesot a 20 1.22 - - X
M ssi ssi ppi 192 4.84 15 X
M ssouri 1553 20. 65 35 X
Mont ana 148 19. 05 15 X
Nebr aska 159 10. 43 - X
Nevada -- -- -- --
New Hanpshire 107 24. 32 X
New Jersey 1505 16.72 -- X
New Mexico 38 2. 14 15 X
New Yor k 2000 6.70 15 X
North Carolina 849 6. 06 30 X
Nort h Dakota 15 3.70 5 X
Chio 1168 6. 49 20 X
Gkl ahonma 275 2.16 15 X
Oregon 55 2.82 15 X
Pennsyl vani a 715 7.15 23 X
Rhode I sl and 150 13. 64 10 X
South Carolina 743 8.01 15 X
Sout h Dakot a 30 3.84 30 X
Texas 11832 31.66 6 X
Ut ah 30 2.65 25 X
Ver nont 10 1.68 - X
Virginia 762 8.31 15 X
Washi ngt on 517 8. 37 23.7 X
Woni ng 82 8.92 38 X
Tot al : 37,351 40 0 4
Range:  (High) 11, 832 32.97 43

(Low) 0 0.00 5
Mean: 849 9.24 18.18
Mode: 15
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Table 2

ENRCLLMENT | N CGENERAL EDUCATI ONAL DEVELOPMENT

Nunber % Prison Nunber Locati on

State Enrol | ed Popul ati on Hrs./WK. Facility Conmunity Both
Al abana 65 1.19 2.3 X
Al aska 77 5.50 10 X
Ari zona 450 7.50 12.5 X
Ar kansas 89 2.35 40 X
California 788 2.28 30 X
Connecti cut 1106 22.69 -- X
Del awar e 85 4.05 8.5 X
Dist. of Colunbia 181 6.81 - - X
Fl ori da 1894 6. 36 8.3 X
Ceorgi a 605 4.03 15 X
Hawai i 7 0.53 20 X
| daho 0 0.00 -- X
[1linois 810 5.79 -- X
Kansas 109 3.50 41 X
Kent ucky 238 5.97 15 X
Loui si ana 189 2.01 20 X
Mai ne 15 1.79 5 X
Maryl and 0 0.00 -- X
Massachusetts 468 8. 36 - X
M chi gan 1700 11.58 15 X
M nnesot a 546 33.25 -- X
M ssi ssi ppi 57 1.44 15 X
M ssouri 301 4.00 35 X
Mont ana 98 12.61 15 X
Nebr aska 57 3.74 -- X
Nevada -- - - -- - - - -
New Hanpshire 108 24.55 T X
New Jersey 969 10. 77 -- X
New MeXico 165 9. 27 -- X
New York 3500 11.72 15 X
North Carolina 1160 8. 27 30 X
North Dakota 15 3.70 5 X
Chio 0 0.00 - X
Gkl ahoma 467 3.66 15 X
Oregon 95 4. 87 15 X
Pennsyl vani a 937 9.37 18 X
Rhode 1 sl and 133 12.09 10 X
South Carolina 387 4.17 15 X
Sout h Dakot a 52 6. 66 30 X
Texas 1913 5.12 6 X
Ut ah 0 0.00 - X
Ver nmont LO 1.68 - X
Virginia 762 8.31 15 X
Washi ngt on 517 8. 37 23.7 X
Woni ng 71 8.92 38 X
Tot al : 21,196 41 0 3
Range:  (High) 3,500 33.25 41

(Low) 0 0.00 5
Mean: 482 6.79 18.11
Mode: 15

32



Table 3

ENROLLMENT IN HI GH SCHOOL DI PLOVA PROGRAMS

Nunber % Pri son Nunber Locati on

State Enrol | ed Population Hrs./W. Facility Community Both
Al abanma 22 0. 40 - - - -
Al aska 0 0.00 - - -
Ari zona 0 0.00 - - -
Arkansas 0 0.00 - - - -
California 210 0.61 30 X
Connecti cut 0 0.00 -- - -
Del awar e 0 0.00 - - -
Dist. of Colunbia 0 0.00 -- -
Fl orida 0 0.00 -- --
Ceorgi a 0 0.00 o - -
Hawai i 77 5.81 20 X
| daho 80 5.33 -- X
[1linois 0 0.00 - - -
Kansas 0 0.00 " -
Kent ucky 0 0.00 T -
Loui si ana 0 0.00 -- - -
Mai ne 2 0.24 5 X
Maryl and 406 3.54 T X
Massachusetts 402 7.18 - X
M chi gan 0 0.00 T -
M nnesot a 0 0.00 -- - -
M ssi ssi ppi 0 0.00 T -
M ssouri 0 0.00 -- - -
Mont ana 0 0.00 -- --
Nebr aska 0 0.00 -- -
Nevada -- - - - --
New Hanpshire 50 11. 36 T X
New Jersey 0 0.00 T -
New Mexico 0 0.00 -- - -
New York 0 0.00 - -
North Carolina 891 6.36 30 X
North Dakota 0 0.00 - - -
Chio 215 1.19 25 X
Gkl ahona 122 0.96 15 X
Oregon 0 0.00 o -
Pennsyl vani a 0 0.00 T -
Rhode |sl and 0 0.00 - - -
South Carolina 0 0.00 - --
Sout h Dakot a 39 4,99 35 X
Texas 1001 2.68 6 X
Ut ah 35 3.10 25 X
Ver nont 0 0.00 o - -
Virginia 0 0.00 T -
Washi ngt on 54 0. 87 23.7 X
Woni ng 44 4.79 3 X
Total : 3, 650 15 0 0
Range:  (Hi gh) 1,001 11. 36 35

(Low) 0 0.00 5
Mean: 228 3.71 19.79
Mode: 0 0.00 25, 30
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Table 4

ENROLLMENT | N VOCATI ONAL TRAI NI NG

Nunber % Prison Nunmber Locati on

State Enrol | ed Popul ation  Hrs./W. Facility Community Both
Al abana 514 9.43 30 X
Al aska 221 15.79 - X
Ari zona 456 7.60 27 X
Arkansas 161 4. 26 40 X
California 4016 11. 79 -- X
Connecti cut -- - -- X
Del awar e 191 9.10 25 X
Dist. of Colunbia 410 15. 44 - X
Fl ori da 3561 12.90 29 X
CGeorgia 1439 9.59 30 X
Hawai i 20 1.51 6 X
| daho -- -- -- X
[11inois 1377 9.84 - X
Kansas 379 12. 16 33 X
Kent ucky 437 10. 96 29 X
Loui si ana 597 6. 34 24 X
Mai ne 116 13.81 26 X
Maryl and 1119 9.75 o X
Massachusetts 417 7.45 24 X
M chi gan 1301 8. 86 15 X
M nnesot a 455 27.71 - - X
M ssi ssi ppi 308 7.76 35 X
M ssour i 312 4.15 35 X
Mont ana 67 8.62 15 X
Nebr aska 607 39. 83 30 X
Nevada - - -- -- -- --
New Hanpshire 138 31.36 - - ol -
New Jersey -- - - o - - - - - -
New Mexico 623 35.02 18 X
New York 7500 25.12 34 X
North Carolina 1585 11. 31 29 X
North Dakota 27 6.67 20 X
Chio 533 2.96 25 X
Gkl ahoma 318 2.49 40 X
Oregon 169 8. 67 14 X
Pennsyl vani a 1112 11.12 25 X
Rhode 1sl and 27 2.45 7 X
South Carolina 639 6. 89 18.5 X
Sout h Dakot a 64 8.19 -- X
Texas 1646 4.40 29.5 X
Ut ah 85 7.52 30 X
Ver nont 31 5.22 5 X
Virginia 1381 15. 06 15 X
Washi ngt on 1089 17.63 o X
Wom ng 504 54. 84 26 X
Total : 35, 952 38 0 4
Range:  (High) 7,500 54. 84 40

(Low) 20 1.51 5
Mean: 877 12.72 24.7
Mode: 27 30
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Tabl e 4A

TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

State

Agricultural

Arts

|
l
|

Conditioning

Air

Air

Engine

Air

Frame

|

Alcohol
Fuel/

0il Heat

S

Animal

Grooming/
Training

|

——

Art

élabama

Alaska = __
Axizona

24

Arkansas

California

92

18

18

18

Connecticut

Delaware

30

Dist, of Columbia

Florida

147

86

88

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

___>57

Kansas

33

Kentucky

12

Louisiana

40

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

19

11

32

Michigan

19

31

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

26

Montana

Nebraska

70

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

65

New York

North Carolina

53

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

51

Oregon

Pennsylvania

17

35

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

15

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

53

Washington

18

Wyoming

59

Total:

96

702

18

18

16

122

358
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Tabl e 4A

TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

o] o T
o ) | v
> 0 B 00 0 =
2 2 . g | E 2o | 2
m = 3} g - - N - U
o o2 ob o o 2 i =&
5 R 58 58 & 5§ 59
State < < = < N < B4 /M MmO m =
Alabama 36 ! 46 39
Alaska
Arizona 17 24 34 11
Arkansas 15 15
California _177 358 18 36
Connecticut
Delaware 45
Dist. of Columbia
Florida 30 162 9 38 63
Georgia
Hawaili 4 3
Idaho
Illinois 91 108 37 14 8
Kansas _ _ 31 14 29 52
Kentucky 24 30 15
Louisiana 46 77
Maine 13 10 8
Maryland
Massachusetts 8 40 17 16
Michigan 51 177 190 69
Minnesota
Mississippi 30 35
Missouri 18 33 16
Montana 6
Nebraska 51 94 109
Nevada
New Hampshire 21 28 38
New Jersey
New Mexico 19 10 113
New Yotk
North Carolina 11 181 7
North Dakota 6 7
Ohio
Oklahoma 30 63 41
Oregon 16 13 13 16
Pennsylvania 85 75 27
Rhode Island
South Carolina 28 54 25
South Dakota 11 9 10
Texas 48 110 30 15 75 95
Utah 13 24 12
Vermont
Virginia 20 65 29 45 24 70
Washington 15 40 35 _ 74
Wyoming 34 _
Total: 822 1,841 233 { 28 { 352 } 678 625
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Tabl e 4A

TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

I

= I I — 2
~ a B @ oy o o
2 =5 PRI 2
T W o < o000 w00 - o
g a v~ ‘ @ ¥ £ O v g g ]
o v o - — ~ O =]
c% | 5E & iR R iR O|E
State 5 5\ S 8 8 S v (SN O B ]
Alabama 18 46
Alaska
Arizona 14
Arkansas 10
California 10 234 110 8 30
Connecticut
Delaware 8
Dist. of Columbia
Florida 156 268 6 21
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
Illinois 74 175 37 74
Kansas 8
Kentucky 43
Louisiana 28 35 17
Maine 6 6 3
Maryland
Massachusetts 42 15
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi 29
Missouri 17 24 14
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico 12 3
New York
North Carolina 14 256 37
North Dakota 8
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon 16
Pennsylvania 229 57 8 10
Rhode Island 6
South Carolina 22 100
South Dakota
Texas 112 264 16
Utah
Vermont 17
Virginia 118 181 35 21
Washington 191 57 11 19
Wyoming 13 58
Total: 952 232 1,597 179 8 357 152
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TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENRCLLED BY STATE

Tabl e 4A

State

Culture
Study/

Music

T

Data Study/

Computer

Dental Lab
Technician

!
l

Diesel

Mechanic

Distributive
Education

l

Drafting

— e

Driver

Education

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

24

Arkansas

15

11

California

144

18

116

Connegticut

Delaware

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

12

15

30

12

Georgia

Hawaili

Idaho

Illinois

37

47

Kansas

Kentucky

27

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

42

28

Michigan

25

Minnesota

Mississippi

15

Missourl

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

46

32

10

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

19

16

38

Rhode Island

15

South Carolina

10

38

South Dakota

Texas

73

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

30

Washington

15

38

Wyoming

39

Total:

46

305

39

63

0 590

50
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TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

Tabl e 4A

State

Dry
Cleaning

Electrical
Appliance
Repair

Electricity

Electronics

Emergency
Medical

Technician

Energy/
Solar

Technician

Engineering

Alabama

et
w

Alaska

Arizona

—
=)}

Arkansas

California

s
I
N

O
o

WO
(w]

(98]
<

w
(o)}

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

57

229

97

14

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

46

10

Kansas

17

Kentucky

27

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

28

Minnesota

Mississippi

14

Missouri

17

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

22

New York

North Carolina

219

31

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

26

Pennsylvania

45

53

Rhode Island

South Carolina

39

South Dakota

Texas

97

25

Utah

Vermont

Vizginia

24

47

22

Washington

17

12

93

Wyoming

52

Total:

133

234

637

960

1

88

93
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TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

Tabl e 4A

|
I

1

+ (U] +
g o ) 9] 5 o g
g 3] 13 2o D on S0 g
a = , o4 0 o o | >HQ
g v @ o > v > g o - > 5
v o el 3o 5 53 3 o 3 &

State K mow = wn s va [ET " o ow janiiS}

Alabama 79 16 14

Alaska

Arizona 25

Arkansas 15 15

California 185 36 36

Connecticut

Delaware 5

Dist. of Columbia

Florida 109

Georg}a

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois 14 59

Kansas 14

Kentucky

Louisiana 42

Maine 1 10

Maryland

Massachusetts 9

Michigan 151

Minnesota

Mississippi 38

Missouri 15

Montana

Nebraska 86

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico 4 6

New York

North Carolina 441

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma 12 15

Oregon

Pennsylvania 20

Rhode Island 6

South Carolina 44 30

South Dakota 10

Texas 13 46

Utah

Vermont 12

Virginia 24 38 38

Washington 36 18

Wyoming

Total: 40 18 1,413 30 105 23 133
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TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

Tabl e 4A

State

|
|
I
|

Hobby Shop

Home/

Community
Service

Home

Economics

Horticulture/
Landscape

1

Journalism

Language

I

Legal Skills

Alabama

w
w

Alaska

Arizona

N
w

Arkansas

o

California

114

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist.

of Columbia

Florida

57

405

195

Georgia

Hawail

Idaho

Illinois

55

11

Kansas

12

Kentucky

25

Louisiana

10

Maine

16

15

Maryland

Massachusetts

19

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

12

32

50

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

South Carolina

40

South Dakota

Texas

12

68

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

Washington

42

12

Wyoming

Total:

75

12

46

833

23

44

245

41




TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND

Tabl e 4A

NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

State

Life Skills

Machine
Shop/

Small Engine

Repair

Marine
Engine

l

Meat
Procecss

Motorcycle
Service

Motor

ht

freig

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

o

Arkansas

California

~lun] A

)]
M=

81

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

16

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

85

Kansas

7
o

Kentucky

[~
7

59

Louisiana

(9,1 1)

Maine

£SO~

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michiggg

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

55

Rhode Island

South Carolina

94

South Dakota

Texas

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

81

Washinsgon

38

24

o

Wyoming

30

11

38

Total:

159

1,479

1,100

51

277

24

23

42




TYPES OF VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

Table 4A

State

Multi-

Occupations

Nurse's
Aide

T

Office
Machine
Repair

Optical

Technician

Painting

Parts

Clerk

Photography

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

18

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

15

nmonm»m

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

Kansas

Kentucky

15

Louisiana

19

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

2wnswmm=

29

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

onmmon

Pennsylvania

12

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

Utah

Vermont

<MHMw=wm

zmmSHJMnos

Wyoming

25

Total:

62

25




TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENROLLED BY STATE

Tabl e 4A

State

Plumbing

re-Voc
Skills

ilk

Independent
5i

Study
Printing/

Screen

Radio/
TV Repair

Sales

Seafood
Production

Sheet
Metal

Technician

Alabama

—
~J

=

Alaska

Arizona

41

Arkansas

California

90

123

108

Connecticut

Delaware

10

50

10

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

127

46

53

52

23

23

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

Kansas

22

29

. Kentucky

12

15

1>

Louisiana

15

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

104

Minnesota

Mississippi

31

19

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

29

New York

North Carolina

128

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

36

41

10

14

Rhode Island

South Carolina

50

South Dakota

Texas

51

30

27

14

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

23

70

21

25

Washington

57

Wyoming

10

Total:

577

315

420

154

44

23

224

44




TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENRCLLED BY STATE

Tabl e 4A

State

Shoe
Repair

Shop
Safety

Taxes

Travel

Reservations

TV

Production

Upholstery

Vocational
Study

Release

Alabama

N
o

Alaska

Arizona

18

14

Arkansas

California

54

166

Connecticut

Delaware

12

15

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

14

18

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

Kansas

Kentucky

15

12

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

28

Missouri

Mentana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

41

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

31

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

42

Washing ton

98

17

20

57

Wyoming

33

22

Total:

107

110

12

46

17

412

69

45




Tabl e 4A

TYPES OF VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON PROGRAMS AND NUMBER ENRCLLED BY STATE

o0
=
SedE
[S] o O ]
g . Edgd
. ~ & = n g
o oo D — - — -
gr | 28% |3 = %%y
T Q @ O M I3 o) ogo
State = = v = B AR >
Alabama 45 514 9.43
Alaska 221 15.79
Arizona 39 456 7.60
Arkansas 30 161 4,26
California 15 224 4,016 11.79
Connecticut —= —
Delaware 191 9,10
Dist. of Columbia 410 15.44
Florida 56 186 3,561 12.90
Georgia 1,439 9.59
Hawaii 20 1.51
Idaho - ==
Illinois 11 230 1,377 9.84
Kansas 4 53 379 12.16
Kentucky 54 437 10.96
Louisiana 209 597 6.34
Maine 8 116 13,81
Maryland 1,119 9.75
Massachusetts 67 417 7.45
Michigan 203 1,301 8.86
Minnesota 455 27.71
Mississippi 40 308 7.76
Missourt 312 4.15
Montana 6 67 8.62
Nebraska 197 607 39.83
Nevada 0 0.00
New Hampshire 11 138 31.36
New Jersey o —
New Mexico 10 623 35.02
New York 7,500 25.12
North Carolina 1 1,585 11.31
North Dakota 6 27 6.67
Ohio 533 2.96
Oklahoma 67 318 2.49
Oregon 26 169 8.67
Pennsylvania 84 1,112 11.12
Rhode Island 27 2.45
South Carolina 48 639 6.89
South Dakota 10 64 8.19
Texas 192 1,646 4.40
Utah 24 85 7.52
Vermont 31 5.22
Virginia 30 86 1,381 15.06
Washington 84 1,089 17.63
Wyoming 74 504 54.84
Total: 15 101 2,314 35,952 12.72
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Table 5

ENRCLLMENT | N POSTSECONDARY EDUCATI ON

Enrol I'ment In Enr ol | nent Total Post - Avg.

Comm Col | eges/ in Four-year secondary % Prison No. of
State Technical Schools Universities Enrollment Popul ation  Hrs/W
Al abanma -- -- .- - -
Al aska 20 25 45 3.21
Ari zona 0 90 90 1.50 - -
Ar kansas 20 0 20 0.53 3
California 1664 185 1849 5.36 --
Connecti cut -- - - .- -- --
Del awar e 3 17 20 0.95 2.5
Dist. of Colunbia 159 0 159 5.99 --
Florida 1413 157 1570 5.69 5
Ceorgi a 668 74 742 4.95 4
Hawai i 0 0 0 0.00 0
| daho 0 0 0 0.00 0
[1linois 1194 66 1260 9.00 --
Kansas 321 0 321 10. 30 6
Kent ucky 0 428 428 10. 74 3
Loui si ana 0 104 104 1.10 3
Mai ne 1 3 4 0. 48 16
Maryl and 483 80 563 4.91 --
Massachusetts 300 0 300 5.36 --
M chi gan 255 0 255 1.74 16.5
M nnesot a -- -- -- -- --
M ssi ssi ppi 95 12 107 2.70 7.5
M ssouri 618 0 618 8.22 37
Mont ana 13 0 13 1. 67 5
Nebr aska 454 0 454 29.79 10
Nevada - -- "- -- "-
New Hanpshire 0 0 0 0.00 0
New Jersey 17 0 77 0.86 o
New Mexico 72 83 155 8.71 12
New York 2250 250 2500 8. 37 15
North Carolina 0 0 0 0.00 0
North Dakota 15 0 15 3.70 16
Chio 990 230 1220 6.78 20
Gkl ahoma 116 0 116 0.91 --
Oregon 180 0 180 9.23 12
Pennsyl vani a 182 166 348 3.48 5.5
Rhode |Isl and 0 0 0 0.00 0
South Carolina 117 28 145 1.56 - -
Sout h Dakot a 60 13 73 9.35 14
Texas 3196 387 3583 9.59 6
U ah 30 0 30 2.65 "
Ver nont 5 0 5 0. 84 20
Virginia 36 0 36 0.39 9
Washi ngt on 0 0 0 0.00 0
Woni ng 144 53 197 21. 44 -
Tot al : 15, 151 2,451 17,602
Range: (High) 3,196 428 3,583 29.79 37

(Low) 0 0 0 0.00 0

Mean: 370 60 419 4.81 8.3
Mode: 0 0 0 0.00 0
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Table 6

TESTS USED FOR EDUCATI ONAL AND VOCATI ONAL COUNSELI NG BY STATE

Adult Basic
Learning
Examination
1 & 2 (ABLE)
Adult
Performance
Level Survey
American
College
Testing
(ACT)
Bender—
Gestalt
Visual Motor
Test

Beta
(Revised)
Botel
Reading

State

Brigance
Diagnostic
Inventory

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas X X

California

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist. of Columbia

Florida X

Georgia X

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

Kansas X

Kentucky

Louisiana X

Maine

Maryland X

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri X

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico X

New York

North Carolina X X

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma X X

Oreggn

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island X

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas X X

Utah X

Vermont X X

Virginia

Washington X

Wyoming

Total: 4 3 2 3 7 1
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TESTS USED FOR EDUCATI ONAL

Table 6

AND VOCATI ONAL

COUNSELI NG BY STATE

State

California

Achievement

Test

(CAT)
California

l

Occupational
Preference
System

California
Test of

Basic
Chemeketa

Skills

Comm. Coll.
Entrance
Test

l

Criterion

Referenced
Tests

Culture
Fair

Series

Differential
Aptitude
Tests

(DAT)

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

Georg}a

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

Washington

Wyoming

Total:

49




Table 6

TESTS USED FOR EDUCATI ONAL AND VOCATI ONAL COUNSELI NG BY STATE

Isochromatic

Plates

Difficulty
Gates

Draw-A-
Person
(D-A-P)
Durrell
Analysis of
Reading
Dvorine
Pseudo-
MacGinitie
Reading
Tests
Geist
Picture
Interest
Inventory
General
Aptitude

State

Test Battery
(GATB)
Pre-~-Develop-

Educational
ment Test

General

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho X

Illinois

Kansas X

Kentucky X

Louisiana X

Maine X

Maryland

Massachusetts X

Michigan X

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri X

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire X

New Jersey

New Mexico X

New York

North Carolina X

North Dakota

Ohio X

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

Utah X

Vermont

Virginia

Washington X X

Wyoming

Total: 1 1 1 1 1 10
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Table 6

TESTS USED FOR EDUCATI ONAL AND VOCATI ONAL

COUNSELI NG BY STATE

State

General

Educational
Development

Test Battery

Harrington

0'Shea Career
Decision-

House-Tree-

Making Test
Person

(H-T-P)

T

Key Math

Arithmetic

Diagnostic
Test

Kuder

General

Interest

Inventory

Towa Test of

Basic

Skills

Proficiency

Language
Test

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist.

of Columbia

Florida

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Ma ine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

Washington

Wyoming

Total:

51




TESTS USED

FOR EDUCATIONAL AND VOCATIONAL COUNSELING BY STATE

Table 6

State

Metropolitan
Achievement

Test
(MAT)

Multiphasic
Personality
Inventory

Minnesota

Nelson

Reading
Test

0'Donnell

Word

Inventory

Otis-Lennon

School
Ability

Peabody

Individual

Achievement
Test (PIAT)

Peabody

Picture

Vocabulary

Test (PPVT)

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

e S——

Arkansas

California

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist. of Columbia

Florida

nmonmww

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

ZWOSFmN=

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

Ncrth Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oﬂmmoa

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

Utah

Vermont

<wnm»5»m

zmmrwnmﬁon

Wyoming

Total:

[\~
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TESTS

Table 6

USED FOR EDUCATI ONAL AND VOCATI ONAL COUNSELI NG

BY STATE

State

Rorschach

Sixteen

J

Personality

Factor

Questionnaire
Intelligence

Slosson
Test

Stanford

Achievement

Test (SAT)

Stanford-
Binet

l

Intelligence
Survival

Street
Skills

Questionnaire

Test of

Adult Basic

Education
(TABE

3
/

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Connecticut

Delaware

Dist.

of Columbia

Florida

Georgia

b

Hawad 4
aawalilil

Idaho

Illinois

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

b3 ot Pl B

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

bl !

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

bl o Bt

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oreggn

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas

e e g A e o

Utah

) o] o] oS

Vermont

Virginia

Washinston

<

Wyoming

Total:

22
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Table 6

TESTS USED FOR EDUCATIONAL AND VOCATI ONAL COUNSELI NG BY STATE

ic

nat
Jineland

Vi
Social

Maturity

Scale
Scale (WAIS)

Apperception
Test {(TAT)
Intelligence
Wide Range
Achievement
Test (WRIOT)
PsycheEduca~
tional Batt.
TOTAL NUMBER
OF TESTS BY
STATE

Test
Wide Range

Wechsler
Interest
Opinion
Woodcock~-
Johnson

Adult
{WRAT)

The

State

Alabama -

Alaska —_

>4

Arizona

Arkansas X X

California 3

Connecticut —_

Delaware 2

Dist. of Columbia —_—

Florida

>
>

Georgia X

N
¥

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinocis

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana X X X X

Maine X

Maryland

Massachusetts X

Sltonjwlaefoolitoi~ii— oo loo o~

Michigan
Minnesota

Mississippi X

Missouri X X

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

] el B2

New Mexico

New York X

N oy Hlwlol ol Hlrolno

—

North Carolina X X X X

North Dakota

Ohio

Wi

Ok lahoma

W

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island X

South Carolina

South Dakota

Texas X

Utah

Vermont

bt ol ol Pt

Virginia

Washington

U] B~ o U= N0 Ko

>

Wyoming

(V5]
(o)

Total: 1 1 7 17 166
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STAFFING FOR ADULT BASI C EDUCATI ON

Table 7

SOURCE
Public Com Ratio of
Correctional School muni ty 4-yr. Students to

State Agency System  Col | ege Uni v. Tot al Teachers
Al abanma
Al aska - -- -- -- - - - -
Ari zona 11 0 0 0 11 41/ 1
Arkansas 0 28 0 0 28 45/ 1
California 40 30 0 0 70 14/1
Connecti cut - .- -- - -- -
Del awar e 5 8 0 0 13 16/ 1
Dist. of Colunbia -- -- -- - - -- - -
Fl orida -- -- -- -- - --
CGeorgi a 87 12 0 0 99 17/1
Hawai i -- -- -- -- -- .-
| daho - - - -- -- -- --
[1linois 67 0 0 0 67 17/ 1
Kansas 0 1 6 3 10 11/1
Kent ucky 16 0 0 0 16 21/ 1
Loui si ana 25 0 0 0 25 29/1
Mai ne 1 0 0 0 1 15/1
Maryl and 48 0 0 0 48 19/1
Massachusetts 21 0 0 0 21 57/1
M chi gan T - T T T o
M nnesot a -- - - -- -- -- --
M ssi ssi ppi 8 0 0 0 8 24/ 1
M ssouri 23 0 0 0 23 68/ 1
Mont ana 4 0 0 0 4 37/1
Nebr aska 6 0 0 0 6 27/ 1
Nevada -- -- -- -- -- - -
New Hanpshire 3 0 0 0 3 33/1
New Jer sey -- - - -- - - -- - -
New Mexico 4 0 0 0 4 10/ 1
New Yor k 138 0 0 0 138 14/ 1
North Carolina 36 0 0 0 36 24/ 1
North Dakota 0 2 0 0 2 8/1
Chio 71 0 0 0 71 16/1
Gkl ahona 22 0 0 0 22 13/1
Oregon 4 0 0 0 4 14/ 1
Pennsyl vani a 0 28 0 0 28 26/ 1
Rhode | sl and 3 0 0 0 3 50/ 1
South Carolina 20 3 0 0 23 32/1
Sout h Dakot a 2 0 0 0 2 15/1
Texas 0 146 0 0 146 81/1
Ut ah 0 2 0 0 2 15/1
Ver nont 5 0 0 0 5 4/ 1
Virginia o " - - T -
Washi ngt on T " T - - T -
Woni ng 3 0 1 0 4 21/ 1
Tot al : 673 260 7 3 943
Range:  (High) 138 146 6 3 146 81/1

(Low) 0 0 0 0 1 4/ 1
Mean: 21 8 2 N 29 26/ 1
Mode: 0 0 0 0 2,4 14/ 1,15/ 1
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Table 8

STAFFING FOR GED/ HI GH SCHOOL DI PLOVA PROGRAMS

SOURCE
Public Com Ratio of
Correctional School muni ty 4-yr. Students to

State Agency System  Col | ege uni v. Tot al Teachers
Al abanma
Al aska .- .- -- -- .- -
Ari zona 11 0 2 0 13 35/1
Arkansas 0 5 0 0 5 18/1
California 10 21 0 0 31 32/1
Connecti cut -- .- -- -- -- --
Del awar e 3 4 0 0 7 12/1
Dist. of Colunbia - .- -- -- .- .-
Fl ori da -- -- -- .- .- --
Ceorgi a 27 0 0 0 217 2211
Hawai i 0 15 0 0 15 6/1
| daho I 0 0 0 7 11/1
[11inois 48 0 0 0 48 17/ 1
Kansas 0 1 5 2 8 14/ 1
Kent ucky 11 0 0 0 11 22/ 1
Loui si ana 7 0 0 0 7 27/ 1
Mai ne 1 0 0 0 1 17/ 1
Maryl and 21 0 0 0 21 19/ 1
Massachusetts 15 0 0 0 15 58/ 1
M chi gan - - -- - - - --
M nnesot a -- -- -- -- - -
M ssi ssi ppi 3 0 0 0 3 19/1
M ssour i 9 0 0 0 9 33/1
Mont ana 2 0 0 0 2 49/1
Nebr aska 2 0 0 0 2 29/1
Nevada -- -- -- -- -- --
New Hanpshire 2 0 0 0 2 75/ 1
New Jersey - - - -- - -- - -
New Mexico 11 0 0 0 11 15/1
New Yor k 110 0 0 0 110 32/1
North Carolina 87 0 0 0 87 24/ 1
North Dakota 0 2 0 0 2 8/1
Chio 15 0 0 0 15 14/ 1
Gkl ahoma 39 7 0 0 46 13/1
Oregon 5 0 0 0 5 19/ 1
Pennsyl vani a 0 36 0 0 36 26/ 1
Rhode Isl and 3 0 0 0 3 44/ 1
South Carolina 10 2 0 0 12 32/1
Sout h Dakot a 6 0 0 0 6 15/1
Texas 0 63 0 0 63 46/ 1
Ut ah 0 4 0 0 4 9/1
Ver nont 5 0 0 0 5 4/ 1
Virginia o - o - o o
Washi ngt on - -- - o o T
Wonm ng 6 0 1 0 I 16/ 1
Total : 476 60 8 2 646
Range:  (High) 110 63 5 2 110 75/1

(Low) 0 0 0 0 2 4/ 1
Mean: 14 5 2 N 18 24/ 1
Mbde: 0 0 0 0 2 19/1,32/1
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Table 9

STAFFI NG FOR VOCATI ONAL TRAI NI NG

oL SOURCE - .- L
Public Com Ratio of
Correctional  School mni ty 4-yr. Students to

State Agency System  Col | ege Uni v. Tot al Teachers
Al abanma
Al aska -- - - -- - - -- --
Ari zona 9 0 18 0 27 17/1
Arkansas 0 11 0 0 11 15/1
California 219 0 0 0 219 18/ 1
Connecti cut -- -- -- -- -- --
Del awar e 6 2 0 0 8 24/ 1
Dist. of Colunbia -- -- -- o o - -
Fl ori da -- o -- - - --
CGeorgi a 105 0 0 0 105 14/ 1
Hawai i 0 3 0 0 3 711
| daho 2 0 0 0 2 -
[1linois 175 0 0 0 175 8/1
Kansas 0 32 0 0 32 12/1
Kent ucky 0 33 0 0 33 13/1
Loui si ana 0 23 0 0 23 26/ 1
Mai ne 0 16 0 0 16 711
Maryl and 59 0 0 0 59 19/1
Massachusetts 25 0 0 0 25 17/1
M chi gan - - - " - "
M nnesot a -- " - -- -- --
M ssi ssi ppi 18 0 0 0 18 1771
M ssouri 30 0 0 0 30 10/ 1
Mont ana 4 0 0 0 4 17/1
Nebr aska 12 0 0 0 12 51/1
Nevada T - - - T T
New Hanpshire 5 0 0 0 5 28/ 1
New Jersey - -- - o -- - -
New MeXi co 17 0 4 0 21 30/ 1
New Yor k 375 0 0 0 375 20/ 1
North Carolina 12 0 200 0 212 711
Nort h Dakota 0 5 0 0 5 5/1
Ghio 46 0 0 0 46 12/1
Gkl ahona 16 0 0 0 16 20/ 1
Oregon 12 0 0 0 12 14/ 1
Pennsyl vani a 0 72 0 0 72 15/1
Rhode | sl and 0 0 3 0 3 9/1
South Carolina 30 0 8 0 38 17/1
Sout h Dakot a 8 0 0 0 8 8/1
Texas 0 115 0 0 115 14/ 1
Ut ah 0 0 9 0 9 9/1
Ver nont 1 0 0 0 1 31/1
Virginia T - T o T -
Washi ngt on o - - - - -
Woni ng 9 0 2 0 11 46/ 1
Tot al : 1,195 312 244 0 1,751
Range: (Hi gh) 375 115 200 0 375 51/1

(Low) 0 0 0 0 1 5/1
Mean: 34 9 7 0 50 17/1
Mode: 0 0 0 0 3,598 17/1
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Table 10

STAFFI NG FOR POSTSECONDARY EDUCATI ON

SOURCE
Public Com Rati o of
Correctional School muni ty 4-yr. Students to

State Agency System  Col | ege Uni v. Tot al Teachers
Al abana
Al aska o o T - --
Arizona 0 0 2 2 4 23/ 1
Arkansas 0 1 0 0 1 20/ 1
California 38 0 48 15 101 13)11
Connecti cut - T - o - o
Del awar e 0 0 0 2 2 10/ 1
Dist. of Colunbia - - T - - o
Florida - - - - T T
CGeorgia 0 0 0 55 55 13/1
Hawai i - - -- T - T
| daho - o T o - -
[l11inois 0 0 142 8 150 8/1
Kansas 0 0 16 6 22 15/1
Kent ucky 0 0 0 26 26 16/ 1
Loui si ana 0 0 0 5 5 21/ 1
Mai ne 0 0 | 0 1 4/ 1
Maryl and 0 0 25 0 25 2311
Massachusetts 0 0 12 9 21 14/ 1
M chi gan o - -- o - T
M nnesot a o o - - o o
M ssi ssi ppi 0 0 4 0 4 2711
M ssour i 0 0 24 24 48 13/1
Mont ana 0 0 0 1 1 13/1
Nebr aska 0 0 4 0 4 114/ 1
Nevada o - -- o -
New Hanpshire
New Jersey - - - -- - - -
New Mexico 2 0 0 18 20 8/ 1
New York 0 0 41 84 125 20/ 1
North Carolina - -- - o o o
North Dakota 4 0 0 0 4 4/ 1
Chi o 0 20 40 0 60 20/ 1
k| ahoma * (Gl ahoma uses tel evision) T
Oregon 2 0 12 0 14 13/1
Pennsyl vani a 0 0 12 9 21 17/1
Rhode |sland - - o o - -
South Carolina 0 0 I 2 9 16/ 1
South Dakot a 0 0 0 1 1 73/1
Texas 0 0 310 34 344 10/1
Ut ah 0 0 0 8 8 4/ 1
Ver nont 0 0 0 1 1 5/1
Virginia - - - T o o
Washi ngt on -- - - - T -
Wonmi ng 5 0 1 0 6 33/1
Total : 51 21 697 310 1,079
Range:  (High) 38 20 310 84 344 114/ 1

(Low) 0 0 0 0 1 4/ 1
Mean: 2 .8 25 11 39 21/ 1
Mode: 0 0 0 0 | 13/1
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Tabl e 11

FI SCAL | NFORVATI ON
Correctional % of cost cost
Tot al Educati on Total Inmate Student Per Per
State Budget Budget Budget Tot al Total Inmate Student
Al abana $ 75,317,417 $ -- - 5, 450 1,155 $13,820 § --
Al aska 41, 000, 000 693, 800 1.69 1, 400 655 29,286 1,059
Ari zona 101, 084, 000* -- .- 4,000 1,446 16, 847 -
Arkansas 20, 917, 206 698, 734 3.34 3,782 1,517 5,531 461
California 542,502,000 21, 181, 000 3.90 34,500 7,856 15,725 2,696
Connecti cut 60, 496, 752 -- -- 4,874 2,198 12,412 -
Del awar e 40, 713,700* 1,500, 000 2,100 501 19,387 2,994
Dist. of Colunmbia 87,795,900 -- - 2,656 931 33,056 -
Fl orida 271,153,409 10,572,000 3.90 27,615 8,919 9,819 1,185
Ceorgi a 141, 024, 202 6, 116, 822 4,34 15,000 4,438 9,402 1,378
Hawai i 21,811, 710* - T 1,326 104 16, 449 o
| daho LO, 936, 200 225,000 2.06 1,500 80 7,291 2,813
[11inois 241, 310, 890* 14,000,000  -- 14,000 4,588 18,665 -
Kansas 44,137, 939 2,245,914 5.09 3,118 914 14,154 2,457
Kent ucky 56, 081, 100 L,625,000 2.90 3,986 1,433 14,070 1,134
Loui si ana 138, 895, 756* 1, 000, 000 - 9,423 1,617 14,740 -
Mai ne 21,917, 309* " - 840 152 24,092 -
Maryl and 198, 774, 313 3, 000, 000 1.51 11,478 3,021 17,318 993
Massachusetts 92, 500, 00O 1, 400, 000 1.51 5,600 2,787 16,518 502
M chi gan 220, 283, 900 8, 160, 063 3.70 14,677 4,856 15,009 1,680
M nnesot a 73,283,L28* 3,695, 694 - 2,506 1,021 29,243 -
M ssi ssi ppi 36, 705, 737 1,068,664 2.91 3,970 664 9,246 1,609
M ssour i 61, 666, 043 2,052,028 3.33 7,519 2,784 8, 201 737
Mont ana 22, 206, 245* 358, 111 -- 777 324 28,279 -
Nebr aska 29, 409, 372* 1,608, 527 - 1,524 1,277 19, 296 -
Nevada 24,002, 692 0 0.00 2,473 0 9,706 0
New Hanpshire 6, 000, 000 - - 440 72 13,636 -
New Jersey 158, 011, 000* 11, 000, 000 9, 000 2,551 17,557
New Mexi co 55,147,700 2,600,000  -- 1,779 981 30,999 "
New York 430, 146,300 19,000,000 4.42 29,859 15,500 14,406 1,226
North Carolina 177, 495, 563 4,000, 000 2.25 14,020 4,485 12,660 892
North Dakota 5, 900, 000* 110, 000 - 405 72 14,568 .-
Ghio 139, 936, 516 3,000, 000 2.14 18,000 3,136 7,776 957
Okl ahoma 81, 132, 817 2,171,184 2.68 12,748 1,298 6,364 1,673
Oregon 63, 390, 626 2,500,000 3.94 1,950 499 32,508 5,010
Pennsyl vani a 124,188,000 4,492, 000 3.62 10, 000 3,112 12,419 1,443
Rhode |sland 23, 929, 227 437, 642 1.83 1,100 310 21,754 1,412
South Carolina 63, 184, 080 2,300,000 3.64 9,277 1,339 6,811 1,718
South Dakota 8,915, 475* 325,840  -- 781 252 11,415 -
Texas 171,045,218 19,541,744 11.42 37,370 19,975 4,577 978
Ut ah 28, 000, 00O 551, 300 1.97 1,130 180 24,779 3,063
Ver nont 12,500, 000 134,000 1.07 594 56 21,044 2,393
Virginia 253,503, 870* 9,627,678 - 9,171 2,941 27,642 -
Washi ngt on 110, 530, 115 4, 000, 000 3.62 6,177 2,177 17,894 1,837
Woni ng 29, 305, 463* 808, 496 - 919 845 31,888 -
Total : $ 4,638,208,895 167,801, 241 352,814 115,358
Range:  (High) 542,502,000 21,181,000 11.42 37,370 19,975 33,056 5,010
(Low) 5, 900, 000 0 0.00 405 0 4,577 0
Mean: 103,071,309 4,415,822 3.18 7,840 2,564 14,901 1,579
*  Combined budget for adult and juvenile departnents.

| nformati on not

avai | abl e or

could not
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Table 12

BUDGET ALLCCATI ON

Funds Allocated To:

Correctional Central Facilities via School Dept. of
St at o Facilities Ofice Central Ofice District Educati on

Al abanma

Al aska X

Ari zona X X

Arkansas X

California X

Connecti cut T o

Del awar e X

Dist. of Colunbia T T o ==
Flori da X

Georgi a X X

Havai i X
| daho
I11inois X
Kansas
Kent ucky
Loui si ana
Mai ne
Maryl and X
Massachusetts X

M chi gan X

M nnesot a o T

M ssi ssi ppi X

M ssouri X

Mbnt ana X

Nebr aska X

Nevada o .- o ==

New Hanpshire X

New Jersey X

New Mexico X

New York X

North Carolina X

North Dakota X

Chio X

| ahoma X

Oregon X

Pennsyl vani a X
Rhode |Isl and

South Carolina X

Sout h Dakot a X

Texas X

Ut ah

Ver nont X

Virginia X

Washi ngt on X

Woni ng X

b

e

Tot al : 16 10 7 8 2

60



NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CORRECTIONS ADVISORY BOARD

Richard Abell

Assistant Attorney General
Office of Justice Programs
Washington, D.C.

Benjamin F. Baer
Chairman

U.S. Parole Commission
Bethesda, Maryland

Norman A. Carlson
Senior Fellow
Department of Sociology
University of Minnesota
Minneapolis, Minnesota

John E. Clark
Attorney at Law
San Antonio, Texas

John F. Duffy

Sheriff

San Diego County

San Diego, California

Newman Flanagan
District Attorney
Suffolk County
Boston, Massachusetts

John C. Godbold
Director

Federal Judicial Center
Washington, D.C.

Reuben M. Greenberg
Chief of Police
Charleston, South Carolina

Norval Morris

Professor

University of Chicago Law School
Chicago, Illinois

Sydney Olson

Assistant Secretary for Development

Department of Health and Human
Services

Washington, D.C.

J. Michael Quinlan
Director

Federal Bureau of Prisons
Washington, D.C.

Ralph Rossum

Dean of the Faculty
Claremont McKenna College
Claremont, California

James Rowland

Director

Department of Corrections
Sacramento, California

Samuel Saxton

Director

Prince George®"s County
Correctional Center

Upper Marlboro, Maryland

Verne L. Speirs

Acting Administrator

Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention

Washington, D.C.

Larry W. Stirling
Assemblyman

California State Legislature
Sacramento, California



